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These cases involved business partners and their wives.  The 9th
Circuit Court of Appeals had entered an opinion that was published at 978
F.2d 516 (9th Cir. 1992) that remanded a matter to the bankruptcy court for
further consistent proceedings.  The bankruptcy court interpreted the
opinion to require the entry of judgments denying all the debtors'
discharges and therefore did so.  

The debtors appealed this ruling to the US District Court on the
ground the 9th Circuit's opinion and remand did not require this result and
that such a result was not legally appropriate.  The US District Court
agreed with the bankruptcy court's reading of the 9th Circuit's mandate and
affirmed the bankruptcy court's judgments denying all the debtors'
discharges.
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